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I expounded my views at the meeting organized by my Congress
friends in Salem to honour Nehru's memory. Most of my speech
was devoted to the social disgrace that went by the name of anti-
Hindi disturbances. "This 'struggle' is not against Hindi, nor is it
in defence of Tamil," I explained.
The lust for violence, I said, had not found such a place in Tamil
public life during the movements that we conducted to oust the aliens
and win freedom for India. The scale of violence that occurred after
the attainment of freedom in the name of language, borders, and
religion brought home to me a cruel truth. When I realized the truth,
I felt enraged. "After independence," I continued, "we have tried to
get along by attempting to 'solve' problems by using mobs of social
disruptors. What a shameful truth is this!" Did we really carry on a
non-violent struggle against the British through satyagraha and
peaceful boycotts because of our spiritual strength? Would not the
civilized world ask whether non-violence was chosen as a tactic by
us because of our cowardice and our fear of British repression? If
the instigators of social disruption succeeded in having their way,
would it not signify that our free government lacked the capacity
to curb them? What a national shame! "The disturbances are not
the work of some social orphans," I said. "Behind them operate
forces that are powerfully entrenched in society." It was sheer
idiocy on the part of political leaders to fail to understand the
ignorant emotionalism aroused in the name of the language and,
in a frightened state, to describe the situation as an "upsurge of
the people."
In expressing these views on the Congress platform at Salem I
also condemned C. Subramaniam for resigning his post as a cabinet
minister and running away during the language disturbances,2
[I went on to explain the role of the fascist forces.] Fascism, I said,
was a dastardly movement that sought to exploit communal, national,
linguistic, and religious sentiments as well as the degrading frailties
of man to promote the interests of capitalistic economic exploitation.
Its first step was to spread fear and mutual hostility among people be-
longing to various sections and thus to demoralize them. It professed
concern over the well-being of the educated class and worked on the
weaknesses of the middle class. It pushed down the proletarian class
by making it a prey to communal, national, and linguistic emotions
and thereby promoted the hidden objectives of the exploiting class.
The DMK had completed with signal success the first phase, I